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Abstract:  
In India the accusatorial system is used in the criminal justice, which is based on the British 
system. The main aim of this system is to punish the offender and rehabilitate him so that he can once 
again come in the mainstream society. Accused people in India have all the human rights which are 
enjoyed by the citizens under the Constitution of India and an accused is presumed innocent until 
proved guilty, whereas the burden of proof always rests upon the prosecution to prove him guilty. 
Because of the presumption of innocence of accused, he has been granted various constitutional and 
legal remedies. Although there are sufficient provisions in criminal law for safeguarding the rights and 
interests of the accused but the rights of victim has been ignored. . However, same importance is not 
given to the victims of the crime. With the passage of time the victims have been administered with 
certain rights, but still in their rights are overlooked in India. Unlike the accused, victims in India have 
virtually no rights in criminal proceedings, supposedly conducted on their behalf by state agencies. 
When State agencies fail to successfully prosecute offenders, as is often time the case, victims are left 
to either suffer injustice silently or seek personal retribution by taking the law into their own hands. 
The Victim of a crime faces problems at very outset in getting the FIR registered. He has to deal with 
the defective investigation, although the crime is committed against him but he has no say if the 
prosecution withdraws the case. The courts have also not been that diligent for the victim’s rights as 
they have been for the accused’s. 
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Justice V.R Krishna Iyer expressed concern on the plight of victims of crime: 
The criminal law in India is not victim oriented and the suffering of victim, often 
immeasurably are entirely overlooked in misplaced sympathy for the criminal. Though our modern 
criminal law is designed to punish as well as reform the criminals, ye it overlooks the by-product of 
crime i.e. the victim.
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In India the accusatorial system is used in the criminal justice, which is based on the British 
system. The main aim of this system is to punish the offender and rehabilitate him so that he can once 
again come in the mainstream society. Accused people in India have all the human rights which are 
enjoyed by the citizens under the Constitution of India and an accused is presumed innocent until 
proved guilty, whereas the burden of proof always rests upon the prosecution to prove him guilty. 
Because of the presumption of innocence of accused, he has been granted various constitutional and 
legal remedies. He has a right to not to be arrested except in accordance with the procedure established 
by law, right to know about the grounds of his arrest right to speedy trial, right to free legal aid in 
certain cases, right against handcuffing, right to be produced before the nearest judicial magistrate 
within twenty four hours of arrest, right to be represented by the counsel, right against ex-post facto 
laws, right against double jeopardy, prohibition against self-incrimination and so on. Although there 
are sufficient provisions in criminal law for safeguarding the rights and interests of the accused but the 
rights of victim has been ignored. The courts have been emphatically advocating for the rights of the 
accused under Article 21 of the constitution such as Hussainara Khatoon v Home Secretary State of 
Bihar
2
, Babu Singh v State of Punjab
3
, Prem Shankar Sharma v Delhi Administration
4




These cases give us a perfect example that to what extent the Indian Criminal Justice system 
goes in order to protect the rights of the accused. However, same importance is not given to the victims 
of the crime. Talib Haji Hussain v. Madhukar Purshottam Mondkar
6
 and Kali ram v State of H.P
7
 are 
the perfect examples that the adversarial system of criminal justice system of India hs a bad effect on 
the rights of the victim as it gives primary importance to the protection of the rights of the accused and 
completely neglects the rights of the victims of the crime. It will not be wrong to say that rights of the 
victims in comparison to the rights of the accused are negligible. However, with the passage of time 
the victims have been administered with certain rights, but still in their rights are overlooked in India. 
Unlike the accused, victims in India have virtually no rights in criminal proceedings, supposedly 
conducted on their behalf by state agencies. When State agencies fail to successfully prosecute 
offenders, as is often time the case, victims are left to either suffer injustice silently or seek personal 
retribution by taking the law into their own hands.  Ironically the guilty man is lodged, fed, clothed, 
warned, lighted and entertained in a model cell at the expense of the State, from the taxes that the 
victim pays to the treasury.
8
 In Rattan Singh v State of Punjab
9
 it has been observed by the court 
referring to the weakness of our jurisprudence that victim of crime and distress of dependants of the 
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victim do not attract the attention of law. In fact the victim reparation is still the vanishing point of our 
criminal law. This deficiency in legal system must be rectified by the legislature. 
Problems in Registering an FIR by Victim 
The role Police includes preservation of public order or tranquility, the promotion of public 
health, safety and morals, and the prevention, detection and punishment of crimes.
10
 Two of the most 
important duties of the police are to prevent crime and if crime is committed then to investigate the 
case and to bring the guilty to justice. The victim plays an important role in helping imparting the duty 
of police. Section 154 of the Code of Criminal Procedure has imposed a mandatory duty upon police to 
register the information given by any person and also to provide a cop of that information to the 
informant. The police is often the first and only representative of the government machinery that meets 
the victim of crime. Unfortunately, the encounter with the police is not always what the victim has 
expected. By registering the FIR under Section 154(1) of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, the 
criminal law is set into motion. However, the burden to satisfy the police who is always reluctant to 
register the FIR is upon the victim.  The reasons of police to not to register an FIR may be various, 
such as firstly the police officers try to project their area as crime free. Secondly, the offender may 
belong to politically motivated family and may exert pressure on the police not to register the FIR. 
Thirdly, in many parts of the country, the caste of victim may also affect the decision of the police 
officer to register or not to register the complaint. Fourthly, a police officer may himself ask for bribe 
from the victim for registering FIR and refusal to comply with it may result in refusal to register the 
complaint. The law provides safeguards for such situations for e.g., when a police officer  refuses to 
record the information, the informant is allowed to send the statement by mail to the Superintendent of 
the Police or to approach directly to the Magistrate.
11
 In case where the police refuses to investigate the 
case for any reason, the police officer is required to notify the informant.
12
 Inspite of such legal 
safeguards, blatant violations of these provisions result in inexplicable hardships, with large 
percentages of complaints receiving no response by police. The problem is faced mostly in the cases of 
sexual offences by the women and illiterate and people from low caste. Majority of the victims are 
from poor backgrounds, hence illiterate and so do not know their rights and this weakness is exploited 
by the police. 
Under Section 154 Cr.P.C it has been mandatory that FIR must be recorded verbatim in the 
language of the informant, as far as possible, to be read over and explained to him, and to be signed by 
the informant. The intention behind this was to ensure that what has been reduced into writing is the 
true version of the information given to the officer in-charge of the police station.
13
 But in practice the 
situation is opposite. The FIR’s are manipulated making the information relating to non-cognizable 
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offence. Therefore, such tampered and signed statements in the FIR, when used as evidence will 
actually go against him. So due to such indifferent and callous attitude of the police officer’s the 
victim’s of the crime suffer at the hands of the offender and which makes the victim’ s avoid 
approaching the police. However, when the accused belongs to the high society or have political back, 
there is an unusual departure from the usual process of registering an FIR. Often, the highly placed 
offender, anticipating a complaint against him, uses his money or power to manhandle the systematic 
operation of an investigative process. Many a times police refuses to file a complaint under pressure. 
This is the mere beginning of injustice towards the victim. For starting a criminal trial it is necessary 
that a charge sheet is prepared, which involves investigation by the police into complaint filed by the 
victim. Thus by influencing the police to the extent of effectuating the refusal to file an FIR, the 
criminal justice system is dealt with a severe blow at the very outset. This is also accompanied by rude, 




According to Section 2(h) investigation includes all the proceedings under the Code for the 
collection of evidence conducted by police officer or by any person (other than a magistrate) 
authorized by a Magistrate.
15




1. Proceeding to the spot; 
2. Ascertaining the facts and circumstances of the case; 
3. Discovery and arrest of the suspected offender; 
4. Collection of evidence relating to the commission of offence which may consists of – 
examination and recording of statements of witnesses and accused, as the case may be and 
search and seizure of places and material; 
Police is the principle agency for carrying the investigation of an offence and to make this 
agency effective and efficient instrument for criminal investigation wide powers have been granted to 
the police officer under Section 154 -176 contained in Chapter XII of the Code. In State of Bihar v 
J.A.C Saldonha
17
, it was held that the legal position appears to be that if once an offence is disclosed, 
an investigation into the offence must necessarily follow in the interests of the case and will permit the 
investigation into the offence alleged to be completed. In Shivabhat v Emperor
18
, it was observed that 
the statutory right of the police to investigate cannot be controlled or interfered by the court. The Court 
may or may not take action when a charge-sheet is preferred by the police after investigation but its 
function does not begin until that stage. These cases show the presence of adversarial system on which 
the criminal justice system of India is based, however the courts have no role to play till the 
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investigation is complete an cannot give directions to police at investigation stage and due to this there 
are great chances that the police may do faulty investigation. Due to faulty investigation the plight of 
victims of crimes amplifies many folds. Defective investigations are a serious problem throughout the 
country, which turn will make the investigation doubtful and weaken the case of the victim giving 
advantage to the accused. In India victims have no say during the investigation process being followed, 
except getting the statement recorded under Section 161 Cr.P.C. A faulty investigation may result in a 
very vital element or fact being purposely left behind or is kept hidden by the investigating officer 
under pressure, greed and corruption. The case may be made weak by letting the inconsistencies creep 
into the investigation process. Another example of defective investigation is alteration, concoction and 
destruction of evidence. As a result of faulty investigations, initiation of trials maybe delayed for years 
because no charge sheet has been filed. Furthermore, once a trial has begun, the prosecution can seek 
withdrawal at any time without consulting the victim.
19
 
In the case of a defective investigation the court has to be circumspect in evaluating the 
evidence. But it would not be right in acquitting an accused person solely on account of the defect; to 
do so would tantamount to playing into the hands of the investigating officer if the investigation is 
designedly defective.
20
 In Paras Yadav v. State of Bihar
21
, it was held that if the lapse or omission is 
committed by the investigating agency or because of negligence the prosecution evidence is required to 
be examined dehors such omissions to find out whether the said evidence is reliable or not, the 
contaminated conduct of officials should not stand in the way of evaluating the evidence by the courts; 
otherwise the designed mischief would be perpetuated and justice would be denied to the complainant 
party. As was observed in Ram Bihari Yadav v. State of Bihar,
22
 if primacy is given to such designed 
or negligent investigation, to the omission or lapses by perfunctory investigation or omissions, the faith 
and confidence of the people would be shaken not only in the law-enforcing agency but also in the 
administration of justice. 
Failure of Judicial system in granting justice to Victim 
 It wouldn’t be right to say that judicial system or law makers have paid no heed to victim’s 
rights. The Law Commission of India
23
 and special committees like the Malimath Committee on 
Reforms of the Criminal Justice System have emphasized issues like witness protection, victim 
compensation, and victim participation in police investigations. However, progress in terms of 
legislation is a still in sorry state. In a few of its provisions, the Code of Criminal Procedure code, 
1973, addresses the status of victims in Indian criminal proceedings. Nonetheless, these provisions are 
inadequate to address the multitude of problems faced by crime victims. 
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 Right from the inception of the judicial system it has been accepted that discovery, vindication 
and establishment of truth are the main purposes underlying the existence of the courts of justice. The 
operative principles for a fair trial permeate the common law in both civil and criminal contexts. 
Application of these principles involves a delicate judicial balancing of competing interests in a 
criminal trial: the interests of the accused and the public and to a great extent that of the victim have to 
be weighed not losing sight of the public interest involved in the prosecution of persons who commit 
offences. 
 There is no gainsaying that Section 357 confers a power on the Court in so far as it makes it 
"legal and possible which there would otherwise be no right or authority to do" viz. to award 
compensation to victims in criminal cases. The question is whether despite the use of discretionary 
language such as the word "may", there is "something" in the nature of the power to award 
compensation in criminal cases, in the object for which the power is conferred or in the title of the 
persons for whose benefit it is to be exercised which, coupled with the power conferred under the 




Role of Public prosecutors in ensuring Fair Trial 
 The Hon’ble Supreme Court in S.B. Shahane and Ors. v. State of Maharashtra and Anr.
25
 had 
stressed on the desirability of separation of prosecution agency from investigation agency. It was 
observed that such Assistant Public Prosecutors could not be allowed to continue as personnel of the 
Police Department and to continue to function under the control of the head of the Police Department. 
State Governments were directed to constitute a separate cadre of Assistant Public Prosecutors by 
creating a separate prosecution Department making its head directly responsible to the State 
Government. 
 Many commonwealth countries like Australia have a Commonwealth Director of Public 
Prosecutions, which was set up by the Director of Public Prosecutions Act 1983 and started operations 
in 1984. The nine States and territories of Australia also have their own DPPs. Ultimate authority for 
authorizing prosecutions lies with the Attorney General. However, since that is a political post, and it 
is desired to have a non-political (public service) post carry out this function in most circumstances, 
the prosecutorial powers of the AG are normally delegated to the DPP. However, in South Australia 
the AG may direct the DPP to prosecute or not to prosecute. This is a very rare occurrence. It is 
common for those who hold the office of Commonwealth or State DPP later to be appointed to a high 
judicial office. In Canada, each province's Crown Attorney Office (Canada) is responsible for the 
conduct of criminal prosecutions. In Ontario, local Crown Attorney in the Criminal Law Division is in 
charge of criminal cases. Only British Columbia, Nova Scotia and Quebec (a civil code jurisdiction) 
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have a Director of Public Prosecutions office. Recent legislation passed by Parliament split the conduct 
of federal prosecutions from the Department of Justice (Canada), and created the Office of the Director 
of Public Prosecutions (officially to be called as Public Prosecution Service of Canada). This 
legislation came into effect on December 12, 2006. The Director of Public Prosecutions of Hong-
Kong, China heads the prosecutions Division of the Department of Justice, which is responsible for 
prosecuting trials and appeals on behalf of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, providing 
legal advice to law enforcement agencies, acting on behalf of the Secretary for Justice in the institution 
of criminal proceedings, and providing advice and assistance to bureau and departments in relation to 
any criminal law aspects of proposed legislation. The DPP is superintended by the Secretary for 
Justice, who is also accountable for the decisions of the DPP. The Director of Public Prosecutions in 
the Republic of Ireland has been responsible for prosecution, in the name of the People, of all 
indictable criminal offences in the Republic of Ireland since the enactment of the Prosecution of 
Offences Act 1974. Before 1974, all crimes and offences were prosecuted at the suit of the Attorney 
General. The DPP may also issue a certificate that a case should be referred to the Special Criminal 
Court; a juryless trial court usually reserved for terrorists and organized criminals. In South Africa 
public prosecutions are conducted by an independent National Director of Public Prosecutions 
(NDPP). The NDPP is supported by a Chief Executive Officer, Marion Sparg, Deputies, regional 
Directors of Public Prosecutions (DPP's), and several Special Directors. The National Director is also 
head of the controversial Directorate of Special Operations (DSO) - commonly known as the Scorpions 
- which deals with priority and organized crime. In 2005, the unit instituted proceedings against the 
country's Deputy President, Jacob Zuma, leading to his dismissal. In England and Wales, the office of 
Director of Public Prosecutions was first created in 1880 as part of the Home Office, and had its own 
department from 1908. The DPP was only responsible for the prosecution of a small number of major 
cases until 1986 when responsibility for prosecutions was transferred to a new Crown Prosecution 
Service with the DPP as its head. He/she is appointed by the Attorney General for England and Wales. 
In Northern Ireland a similar situation existed, and the DPP now heads the Public Prosecution Service 
for Northern Ireland. 
 As noted above, the role of victim in a criminal trial can never be lost sight of. He or she is an 
inseparable stakeholder in the adjudicating process. 
Laws for protecting the victims in International Arena 
 The need for setting up separate victim and witness protection units in the trial of mass crimes 
has been acknowledged in the setting up of international tribunals to deal with them. The International 
Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda has formulated rules for protection of victims and witnesses. Similar 
provisions exist in the Statute for the creation of an International Criminal Court (in short `ICC'). In 
most of the cases, witnesses are the victims of the crime. Most vulnerable amongst them are women 
and children. Under the existing system they are mere pawns in a criminal trial and there is very little 
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concern for protecting their real interests. The protection is necessary so that there is no miscarriage of 
justice; but protection is also necessary to restore in them, a sense of human dignity. The Declaration 
of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of Power was adopted by the United 
Nations General Assembly in resolution 40/34 of 29th November, 1985. According to the first 
paragraph of this declaration, victims of crime are described as persons who, individually or 
collectively, have suffered harm, including physical or mental injury, emotional suffering, economic 
loss or substantial impairment of their fundamental rights, through acts or omissions that are in 
violation of criminal laws operative in Member States, including those laws proscribing criminal abuse 
of power. It is they who need protection. 
 It needs to be emphasized that the rights of the accused have to be protected. At the same time 
the rights of the victims have to be protected and the rights of the victims cannot be marginalized. 
Accused persons are entitled to a fair trial where their guilt or innocence can be determined. But from 
the victims' perception the perpetrator of a crime should be punished. They stand poised equally in the 
scales of justice. In order to ensure that the trials are conducted in a fair manner and within the realm 
of protecting the rights of the victims it is important that the decorum of the court is maintained at all 
times. In order to balance the need for a public trial with the need to ensure that victims/witnesses are 
not intimidated within the court rooms, it is necessary for the court to impose reasonable restrictions on 
the entry of persons into the court room. 
 United Nations Declaration of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of 
Power,
26
 was adopted by the General Assembly through a resolution 40/34 of 29th November 1985. 
Articles 4 and 5 of the above mentioned United Nations Declaration categorically states: 
1. Victims should be treated with compassion and respect for their dignity. They are entitled to 
access to the mechanisms of justice and to prompt redress, as provided for by national 
legislation, for the harm that they have suffered. 
2. Judicial and administrative mechanisms should be established and strengthened where 
necessary to enable victims to obtain redress through formal or informal procedures that are 
expeditious, fair, inexpensive and accessible. Victims should be informed of their rights in 
seeking redress through such mechanisms. 
 United Nations Declaration of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of 
Power, adopted by the General Assembly through a resolution 40/34 of 29th November 1985 
categorically through Section 6(b) provides: 
6. The responsiveness of judicial and administrative processes to the needs of victims should be 
facilitated by: 
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(b) Allowing the views and concerns of victims to be presented and considered at appropriate 
stages of the proceedings where their personal interests are affected, without prejudice to the 
accused and consistent with the relevant national criminal justice system. 
 In the United States of America, the existing Crime Victims Rights Act of 2004,
27
 
categorically through Section 371(4) from chapter 237 provides for "the right to be heard at any 
public proceeding involving release, pleas or sentencing". 
Problems faced by Female Victims 
 Another area which needs serious concern is the female victims. In spite of developments, 
violence against Indian women of all ages persists. In many states, there is no Women’s Commission 
to safeguard the rights of female victims of sexual harassment, rape, and other gender-related crimes. 
Even where such commissions exist, they are generally far from adequate. Moreover, no special 
provisions to support victims of rape to overcome trauma. Although the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
outlined the guidelines to help law enforcement immediately in assisting rape victims. However, 




 In the path-breaking Vishaka v State of Rajasthan
29
  Hon’ble Supreme Court recognized sexual 
harassment of women in the workplace and outlined guidelines to prevent and redress complaints of 
such crimes. Notwithstanding the landmark judgment over a decade later those guidelines are still the 
only law on this issue; successive governments have failed to formulate adequate legislation. 
Concerned over the non- implementation of its own guidelines, in 2006, the Supreme Court directed 
the labour commissioners of all the states to take steps to implement them. In the seven years since, 
however, the circumstances have barely changed.
30
 
 Alike victims the witnesses of crime also face tremendous problems. In Best Bakery case
31
, 
both courts i.e. the fast track court as well as the High Court of Gujarat acquitted 21 individuals of 
murder due to insufficient evidence after 37 out of 73 witnesses, including key witness Zahira Sheikh, 
turned hostile. The individuals were charged with the murder of fourteen people during a riot in 
Vadodara. Although at that time there was reasonable suspicion that witnesses were being threatened 
or coerced, the public prosecutor took no steps to protect the witness and made no request to hold the 
atrial in camera. Afterwards, in an application to the Supreme Court, Zahira alleged that she was 
threatened and intimidated not to tell the truth and prayed for the re-trial of the case outside Gujarat. In 
Zahira Habibullah Sheikh v State of Gujarat
32
, the Supreme Court ordered a retrial and reinvestigation 
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of the case in Maharashtra, which ultimately contributed to life sentences for nine of the accused. In its 
decision, the Hon’ble Supreme Court noted that: 
 The lower court can neither feel powerless nor abdicate its duty to arrive at the truth and 
satisfy the ends of justice despite having exposed the harassment faced by the witnesses, the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court nevertheless, convicted Zahira Sheikh of perjury. 
Victim as Witness 
 "Witnesses" as Bentham said: are the eyes and ears of justice. Hence, the importance and 
primacy of the quality of trial process depends on witness. If the witness himself is incapacitated from 
acting as eyes and ears of justice, the trial gets putrefied and paralysed, and it no longer can constitute 
a fair trial. The incapacitation may be due to several factors, like the witness being not in a position for 
reasons beyond control to speak the truth in the court or due to negligence or ignorance or some 
corrupt collusion. Time has become ripe to act on account of numerous experiences faced by the courts 
on account of frequent turning of witnesses as hostile, either due to threats, coercion, lures and 
monetary considerations at the instance of those in power, their henchmen and hirelings, political 
clouts and patronage and innumerable other corrupt practices ingeniously adopted to smother and stifle 
the truth and realities coming out to surface rendering truth and justice, to become ultimate casualties. 
Broader public and societal interests require that the victims of the crime who are not ordinarily parties 
to prosecution and the interests of the State represented by their prosecuting agencies do not suffer 
even in slow process but irreversibly and irretrievably, which if allowed would undermine and destroy 
public confidence in the administration of justice, which may ultimately pave way for anarchy, 
oppression and injustice resulting in complete breakdown and collapse of the edifice of rule of law, 
enshrined and jealously guarded and protected by the Constitution. There comes the need for 
protecting the witness. Time has come when serious and undiluted thoughts are to be bestowed for 
protecting witnesses so that the ultimate truth is presented before the court and justice triumphs and 
that the trial is not reduced to a mockery. Doubts are raised about the roles of investigating agencies. 5. 
In the case of a defective investigation the court has to be circumspect in evaluating the evidence. But 
it would not be right in acquitting an accused person solely on account of the defect; to do so would 
tantamount to playing into the hands of the investigating officer if the investigation is designedly 
defective. 
 The State has a definite role to play in protecting the witnesses, to start with at least in sensitive 
cases involving those in power, which have political patronage and could wield muscle and money 
power, to avert trial getting tainted and derailed and truth becoming a casualty. As a protector of its 
citizens it has to ensure that during a trial in the court the witness could safely depose the truth without 
any fear of being haunted by those against whom he had deposed. Every State has a constitutional 
obligation and duty to protect the life and liberty of its citizens. That is the fundamental requirement 
for observance of the rule of law. There cannot be any deviation from this requirement because of any 
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extraneous factors like caste, creed, religion, political belief or ideology. Every State is supposed to 
know these fundamental requirements and this needs no retaliation (sic repetition). We can only say 
this with regard to the criticism levelled against the State of Gujarat. Some legislative enactments like 
the Terrorist and Disruptive Activities (Prevention) Act, 1987 (in short "the TADA Act") have taken 
note of the reluctance shown by witnesses to depose against people with muscle power, money power 
or political power which has become the order of the day. If ultimately the truth is to be arrived at, the 
eyes and ears of justice have to be protected so that the interests of justice do not get incapacitated in 
the sense of making the proceedings before the courts mere mock trials as are usually seen in movies. 
It is an established fact that witnesses form the key ingredient in a criminal trial and it is the 
testimonies of these very witnesses, which establishes the guilt of the accused. It is, therefore, 
imperative that for justice to be done, the protection of witnesses and victims becomes essential, as it is 
the reliance on their testimony and complaints that the actual perpetrators of heinous crimes during the 
communal violence can be brought to book.
33
 
 In the present criminal justice system, offences registered by police are offences against the 
State, which after investigation are sent to the Court through prosecution agency for trial of the 
offender. The victim of the crime has no say during the investigation except getting his statement 
recorded by the police under section 161 Crpc. Therefore, it can be said that in India the victims play 
no role unless the police considers it necessary. Section 161 Crpc deals with the powers of police to 
examine witness. However, if the police delays in recording the statement of the witness and the same 
is not explained then the evidence will become doubtful and the same will be pernicious for the 
prosecution case. In Bala Krishna v State of Orissa
34
 there was an unexplained delay of ten days in 
recording statement of eye-witnesses during the investigation of a murder case and unexplained 
contradictions. The Supreme Court observed that the contradictions by themselves do not have much 
significance, yet, considered in the light of delay in the examination, the evidence becomes suspected. 
The investigating officer however should be specifically asked about such delay and the reasons 
therefore. So also in Ram Singh v State of M.P.
35
, it was observed that where the belated examination 
of the victim of an offence was unexplained, it was held that the delay throws doubt on the veracity, of 
the prosecution case. Similarly, during the trial of the case also, the victim is examined as a witness 
before the court. Similarly, at the stage of framing of the charge or passing an order of discharge, the 
views of the victims are not taken into consideration by the trial court at any stage of the case. Even 
after the case ending in conviction or acquittal, the victim has no right to file an appeal against 
acquittal or inadequate sentence. 
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 It is sad to state that the main aim of law though is to administer justice, but on the other hand 
the victim after the lodging of FIR and getting his statement recorded, becomes a nonentity throughout 
the proceedings with no say at all. 
Conclusion: 
 After considering the aforementioned judgments and arguments it can be deduced that there are 
laws for the protection of the victims, but they are not implemented or there is some sluggishness in 
their implementation. In order to make the matters worse the police officials who are actually 
considered as law protectors do not follow the law themselves properly as they are corrupt from their 
deposition because they while administering their services to the society may a time penetrate 
corruption into various aspects of their duty? This makes the judicial process slow, hence, no justice is 
administered to the victims or even if it is administered then the victim is not satisfied with the same. It 
will therefore not be wrong to say that as far as the criminal justice system in India is concerned the 
victim is actually considered as a forgotten man and his effective presence in the process of justice 
delivery system is not ensured. 
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